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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority based on an 
application filed in The United Kingdom on October 24, 2003. It is noted, however, that 
applicant has not filed a certified copy of the 0324878.8 application as required by 35 
U.S.C. 119(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
The limitation "a patent practice service accessible via said domain" in lines 9-10 is not 
described in the specification. 

As for claims 14-16, which claim dependency from independent claim 13, these 
claims are also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112 first paragraph, per the rationale of claim 
13. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 9 recites the limitation "said user" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. p. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 11, 13, 14, 17, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Saunders et al (WIPO WO 2002/098062). 

(Claim 1 discloses) a communication system comprising: a user equipment 
(Saunders et al shows the mobile device is user equipment (figure 2, ref #10, page 8, 
lines 16-18).); an access network to which said user equipment is attachable (Saunders 
et al shows the user device is attachable to a network (figure 2, ref #40, page 7, lines 1- 
3).); and an access controller connected to said access network and a domain 
(Saunders et al shows the network access server connects a user to a network and 
inherently an intranet (figure 2, ref #60, page 1, lines 24-28).), said access controller 
arranged to receive a query from said user equipment for a service provided by said 
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domain or a service accessible via said domain, to determine if said user equipment is 
authorized and, if so, to permit said user equipment to obtain said service from or via 
said domain (Saunders et al shows the network access server receives a request from 
a user, authenticates the user, and provides access for the user (page 1, lines 24-28)). 

(Claim 2 discloses) a system as claimed in claim 1, wherein said access network 
comprises one of: an IP based network independent of access method; a WLAN; a DSL 
network; an Ethernet; a GPRS network; a 3G network; and a Bluetooth network 
(Saunders et al shows the use of a GPRS network (page 3, lines 29-31 and page 4, 
lines 1-3)). 

(Claim 3 discloses) a system as claimed in claim 1 , wherein said domain is a 
mobile operator operated domain (Saunders et al shows large companies have large 
intranets which only their subscribers have access to (page 1 , lines 4-16)). 

(Claim 5 discloses) a system as claimed in claim 1 , comprising an authorization 
server function wherein said access controller is arranged to authorize said user 
equipment by communication with said authorization server function (Saunders et al 
shows the access server authenticates a user by communicating with the authorization 
server (page 8, lines 16-25)). 

(Claim 11 discloses) a system as claimed in claim 1, wherein if the access 
controller determines that said user equipment is not authorized, a required service or 
an IP address of an Internet host is obtained via said access network connected to the 
Internet (Saunders et al shows a user without access to the secure area may still obtain 
regular access (page 7, lines 17-21)). 
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(Claim 13 discloses) an access controller for use in a communication system, 
comprises: a user equipment (Saunders et al shows the mobile device is user 
equipment (figure 2, ref #10, page 8, lines 16-18).); an access network to which said 
user equipment is attachable, said access controller being connectable to said access 
network (Saunders et al shows the user device is attachable to a network (figure 2, ref 
#40, page 7, lines 1-3), and the network access server connects a user to a network 
and inherently an intranet (figure 2, ref #60, page 1, lines 24-28).); and a domain, 
wherein said access controller is arranged to receive a query from said user equipment 
for a service provided by said domain, or a patent practice service accessible via said 
domain, to check if said user equipment is authorized and, if so, to permit said user 
equipment to obtain said service from or via said domain (Saunders et al shows the 
network access server receives a request from a user, authenticates the user, and 
provides access for the user (page 1 , lines 24-28)). 

(Claim 14 discloses) a controller as claimed in claim 13, wherein said access 
controller is arranged to authorize said user equipment by communication with an 
authorization server function (Saunders et al shows the access server authenticates a 
user by communicating with the authorization server (page 8, lines. 16-25)). 

(Claim 17 discloses) a communication method, comprising: receiving a query at 
an access controller from user equipment attached to an access network for a service 
provided by a domain or a service accessible via said domain (Saunders et al shows a 
network access server receives a request from a user for a service (page 1, lines 24- 
28).); checking if said user equipment is authorized (Saunders et al shows the network 
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access server connects to an authentication server to authorize the user (page 8, lines 
16-25).); and if so, permitting said user equipment to obtain said service from or via said 
domain (Saunders et al shows access is provided to an authorized user (page 1, lines 
24-28)). 

(Claim 18 discloses) a communication system, comprising: receiving means for 
receiving a query at an access controller from user equipment attached to an access 
network for a service provided by a domain or a service accessible via said domain 
(Saunders et al shows a network access server receives a request from a user for a 
service (page 1, lines 24-28).); checking means for checking if said user equipment is 
authorized (Saunders et al shows the network access server connects to an 
authentication server to authorize the user (page 8, lines 16-25).); and if so, permitting 
means for permitting said user equipment to obtain said service from or via said domain 
(Saunders et al shows access is provided to an authorized user (page 1 , lines 24-28)). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4, 8-10, 12, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Saunders et al (WIPO WO 2002/098062) in view of Westman et al 

(WIPO WO 2002/47415). 
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Claim 4 discloses a system as claimed in claim 1, wherein said query comprises 
a DNS query. Saunders et al teaches the limitations of claim 1 as recited above. It fails 
to teach said query comprises a DNS query. Westman et al teaches a DNS query is 
used (figure 1, page 10, lines 10-12). 

Saunders et al and Westman et al are analogous art because they are both 
related to providing network access to a device. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to use the DNS query 
feature in Westman et al with the system in Saunders et al because a finding a serving 
network element is enabled to be quick and easy (Westman, page 2, lines 4-6). 

Claim 8 discloses a system as claimed in claim 1, wherein said access controller 
is arranged to provide an authorization function if said query received from said user 
equipment identifies said access controller. Saunders et al teaches the limitations of 
claim 1 as recited above. It fails to teach said access controller is arranged to provide 
an authorization function if said query received from said user equipment identifies said 
access controller. Westman et al teaches a DNS query is sent and indicates the name 
of the server (page 10, lines 5-1 5). 

Saunders et al and Westman et al are analogous art because they are both 
related to providing network access to a device. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use authorization if the access controller is identified feature in 
Westman et al with the system in Saunders et al because finding a serving network 
element is enabled to be quick and easy (Westman, page 2, lines 4-6). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/761 ,584 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2141 

Claim 9 discloses a system as claimed in claim 1, wherein said access controller 
is arranged to provide an authorization function if said query received from said user 
identifies said access controller as a primary domain name server. Saunders et al 
teaches the limitations of claim 1 as recited above. It fails to teach said access 
controller is arranged to provide an authorization function if said query received from 
said user identifies said access controller as a primary domain name server. Westman 
et al teaches a DNS query is sent to the identified DNS server (page 10, lines 5-15). 

Saunders et al and Westman et al are analogous art because they are both 
related to providing network access to a device. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use authorization if the access controller is identified feature in 
Westman et al with the system in Saunders et al because finding a serving network 
element is enabled to be quick and easy (Westman, page 2, lines 4-6). 

Claim 10 discloses a system as claimed in claim 8, wherein said query comprises 
a DHCP query. Westman et al further teaches the use of DHCP queries (page 18, lines 
23-35). 

Claim 12 discloses a system as claimed in claim 11, wherein if said user 
equipment is not authorized the access controller is arranged to query a server of said 
access network in response to the query. Saunders et al teaches the limitations of 
claim 1 1 as recited above. It fails to teach if said user equipment is not authorized the 
access controller is arranged to query a server of said access network in response to 
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the query. Westman et al teaches if a user is not authorized a registration server is 
queried and registration takes place (page 22, line 22 - page 23, line 7). 

Saunders et al and Westman et al are analogous art because they are both 
related to providing network access to a device. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the query a server if the user is not authorized feature in Westman 
et al with the system in Saunders et al because finding serving network element is 
enabled to be quick and easy (Westman, page 2, lines 4-6). 

Claim 15 discloses a controller as claimed in claim 13, wherein said access 
controller is arranged to provide an authorization function if the query received from said 
user equipment identifies said access controller. Saunders et al teaches the limitations 
of claim 13 as recited above. It fails to teach said access controller is arranged to 
provide an authorization function if said query received from said user equipment 
identifies said access controller. Westman et al teaches a DNS query is sent and 
indicates the name of the server (page 10, lines 5-15). 

Saunders et al and Westman et al are analogous art because they are both 
related to providing network access to a device. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use authorization if the access controller is identified feature in 
Westman et al with the system in Saunders et al because finding a serving network 
element is enabled to be quick and easy (Westman, page 2, lines 4-6). 
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Claim 16 discloses a controller as claimed in claim 13, wherein if said user 
equipment is not authorized, the access controller is arranged to query a server of said 
access network in response to the query. Saunders et al teaches the limitations of 
claim 13 as recited above. It fails to teach if said user equipment is not authorized the 
access controller is arranged to query a server of said access network in response to 
the query. Westman et al teaches if a user is not authorized a registration server is 
queried and registration takes place (page 22, line 22 - page 23, line 7). 

Saunders et al and Westman et al are analogous art because they are both 
related to providing network access to a device. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the query a server if the user is not authorized feature in Westman 
et al with the system in Saunders et al because finding serving network element is 
enabled to be quick and easy (Westman, page 2, lines 4-6). 

Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Saunders et al (WIPO WO 2002/098062) in view of Roos (WIPO WO 2000/64104). 

Claim 6 discloses a system as claimed in claim 5, wherein said authorization 
server function comprises information defining a profile for said user equipment. 
Saunders et al teaches the limitations of claim 5 as recited above. It fails to teach said 
authorization server function comprises information defining a profile for said user 
equipment. Roos teaches the authentication server stores authorization information for 
users (figure 3). 
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Saunders et al and Roos are analogous art because they are both related to 
connecting a network device. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the storage feature in Roos with the system in Saunders et al 
because this ensures a user as permission to establish a connection with the network 
(Roos, page 8, lines 24-26). 

Claim 7 discloses a system as claimed in claim 5, wherein said authorization 
server function is arranged to provide attributes to said access controller, said access 
controller arranged to determine session parameters for said user equipment based on 
said attributes. Saunders et al teaches the limitations of claim 5 as recited above. It 
fails to teach said authorization server function is arranged to provide attributes to said 
access controller, said access controller arranged to determine session parameters for 
said user equipment based on said attributes. Roos teaches the allowed services for 
each user is stored (figure 3, page 9, lines 19-26). 

Saunders et al and Roos are analogous art because they are both related to 
connecting a network device. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the storage feature in Roos with the system in Saunders et al 
because this ensures a user as permission to establish a connection with the network 
(Roos, page 8, lines 24-26). 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Gupta et al (US Patent #6,567,667) teaches of a domain 
selecting system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian J. Gillis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7952. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 
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